Dear Jim, Palicoff's letter of ite 10/l1 to Feenery 11/2/76 

I I'm saying nothing about it, in accord with your note, except to you. 

dhile I think it has not been lost on you I want to bessx certain that you see the 
psychological factors that are unhidden. It again is that yearning for synthetic fame 
and importance, including in his own eyes. 

With virtually all of what he talk3 about my work it was nice of him to include me 
as an afterthought 0 

I really do not care 0 izdept that it typifies the problem the committee does not 
need, from the other side one of the problems of the Lanes. Or from them. 

. There are some hazards in this but I'll not take much time. Like redoing the tests 
without, obtaining the results of those that were done. And going into the Hughes-Waheu 
stuff, in belief that Jack Anderson is some kind of operative and that if he is it has 
some relevance. Sut here he is without perspective and lacks more basic knowledge. His 
actual proposal is for an investigation of other than the most significant aspects of 
that real disinf ormation/Cuban operation. 

here he talks about Lonnie it is clear that there has been some leaking. Schweiker 
decided agsinst releasing his testimony. °r using it. Any connection with Jagan escapes 
me. He should.be investigated, this says, because he is conservative. What other relevance 
is there to. his alleged pre-assassination ties to the White Russian community? He also 
rode to work with Hosty and Sweatt and got '“uddy Walthers his job. Investigate these? 

I'm glad that “ erry can be of assistance on work he had nothin: to do with - and' 
that he 11 be glad. 

There is not one thing in tnis that is relevant that he knows anything about of 
his osii knowledge" or from his own work. But he has to pretend otherwise. This, I'm sure, 
will be the norm. H in what 1 meant by one of their problems. They may or may not 
cope with it. I'm staying away. 1 have not spoken to any of them or tried to ar written 
and I'm not going to. .Since Akers was here I've heard nothing. I presume this is true of 
you because you have said nothing. Fine. That much leas tine we lose. On this I do rW-inir 
y^u should jags their failure to get back to you as a sign. And on this 1 liave some 
unsolicited a dvice for you: forbid any interview with Jimmy for the present, the immediate 
future or under any circumstances without your approval. I think it would be wise to 
stipulate that if you change your mind they have us present. With you having the right 
to forbid the answer to any question. I think you should do this immediately. They may 
pull a ane. 

Best, 



